In the last twenty five years -since the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls -an increasing number of exegetes have dealt with the "puzz1ing passage" 1 2 Cor vi 14-vii 1. W. GROSSOUW (1951) conc1udes his short study with this statement about the non-Pauline origin of the passage: "I see no other viable explanation. One can speak here of the cumulative force of the arguments".2 J. A. FITZMYER (1961) formulates his opinion as folIows: "The evidence seems to total up to the admission of a Christian reworking of an Essene paragraph which has been introduced into the Pauline letter".3 For J. GNILKA archs. 4 Thus, for these three authors the passage is a post-Pauline interpolation. G. KLINZING (1971) distinguishes two layers: a preChristi an Essene document and its Christian reworking. But, contrary to FITZMYER, 5 he does not excIude the possibility that Paul himself inserted the fragment into his writings. 6 This last hypothesis is also put forward by J.-F. COLLANGE (1972) , who maintains that 2 Cor vi l4-vii 1 represents a Judean-Christian document. According to Collange Paul himself incorporated this text into the second edition of his apology: ii 14-vi 2 + vi 14-vii 1 + vii 2-4 (+ chap. iX).7 H. D.
BETZ (1973) 8 and J. J. GUNTHER (1973) 9 propose, once again, a postPauline insertion. Both authors, moreover, believe that 2 Cor vi 14-vii 1 betrays ideas which must have been propounded by Paul's opponents. Betz even states: "The conclusion is unavoidable that the theology of 2 Cor vi l4-vii 1 is not only non-Pauline, but antiPauline".lo
